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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been examined. The amendment filed 5/1 5/07 has been 
entered. 

2.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 \J\S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mathur et al (7124397) and Delp et al (6922558). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Mathur et al show: a method of integrating a third party 
device into a control system (abstract, Figure 4), the control system having a 
workstation running control system program instructions and a field panel in 
communication with the workstation (Figure 11, column 5 lines 30-45), the method 
comprising the steps of: 

providing a user interface for the input of data regarding a third party device and 
accepting data input from the user regarding the third party device through the user 
interface (Figures 5, 6, 1 1 , column 3 lines 20-31 , column 5 lines 20-45) 

launching an integration tool in response to the data input from the user 
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regarding the third party device (Figure 7, column 4 lines 42-59); 

generating an integration file by the launched integration tool for use by a 
driver associated with the third party device (Figure 4, column 4 lines 3-17 and 59-67); 
and loading the generated integration file into a field panel for use by the driver 
associated with the third party device (Figure 13, column 5 lines 50-67, column 6 lines 
1-1 5). Mathur et al do not go into the details that the system is for building control per 
se, but do mention environments for power control integration of third party vendor 
devices. Furthermore, Delp et al do show a building control system as a convenient 
environment for power control integration of third party vendor devices (abstract, 
Figures 11, 13, 17, column 6 lines 5-30, column 10 lines 20-50). It would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have the system in Mathur et af be for 
building control, because it would provide a convenient environment for power control 
integration of third party vendor devices. This building control system would be 
separately housed than the field panel, as follows from the separate housing in Delp et 
al. In the event that this may not be clear, Examiner takes Official Notice that it would 
have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill to have the building control housed 
separately, because this would allow a convenient and organized environment for 
power control integration of third party vendor devices. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the step of launching an integration 

tool in response to the data input from the user regarding the third party device 
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comprises launching an application builder (Mathur et al Figure 3, column 3 lines 57- 
67). 



6. Regarding claim 3, the step of generating an integration file by the launched 
integration tool for use by a driver associated with the third party device comprises 
generating an integration file comprising an integration application file (Mathur et al 
Figure 5, column 4 lines 17-35). 



7. Regarding claim 4, the step of providing a user interface for the input of data 
regarding the third party device includes providing a user interface comprising at least 
one dialog box for the input of data regarding the third party device (Mathur et al Figures 
6, 12 for example). 

8. Regarding claim 5, the step of loading the generated integration file into a field 
panel for use by the driver associated with the third party device comprises flashing the 
generated integration file into memory of the field panel (Mathur et al column 4 lines 15- 
45). 

9. Claims 6-8 show the same features as claims 3-5 respectively and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 
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10. Regarding claim 9, the software integration tool is stored on a users's computer 
(Mathur et al column 4 lines 15-45). 

1 1 . Claims 10-11 show the same features as claims 3-4 respectively and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

12. Regarding claim 12, said software tool allows the generation of said integration 
application through incorporation of selected system points (Mathur et al Figures 5, 6, 
column 4 lines 17-45). That these points are specifically building points follow from a 
building control system, which would be obvious per„the same reasoning as that given, 
in paragraph 4 of this Office Action. v 

13. Regarding claim 13, in addition to that mentioned for claim 12, comma separated 
file of points is imported (Mathur et al column 3 lines 30-49, implicit within the file 
creation in the windowing operating system). 

14. Regarding claim 14, in addition to that mentioned for claim 12, individual 
selection of (building) points is performed (Mathur et al column 4 lines 25-55). 

15. Regarding claim 15, in addition to that mentioned for claim 14, individual 
selection of available building system points is present by said graphical user interface 
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as a selectable menu of available building system points (Mathur et al column 4 lines 
35-59). 

16. Regarding claim 16, Mathur et al show: a control system having a workstation 
and at least one field panel (Figure 1 1 , column 5 lines 30-45), and a method of 
operating the control system comprising the steps of: 

detecting a user generated modification to a field panel data element by a 
field panel of the building control system (Figures 5, 6, 11, column 3 lines 20-31, column 
5 lines 20-45); 

storing data regarding the detected user generated modification to the 
field panel data element (column 4 lines 15-45).; 

appending field panel modification data to the data regarding the detected 
user generated modification to the field panel data element to define stored 
appended field modification data; and transmitting, by the field panel, the stored 
appended field modification data to the workstation (Figure 13, column 5 lines 50-67, 
column 6 lines 1-15). Mathur et al do not go into the details that the system is for 
building control per se, but do mention environments for power control integration of 
vendor devices. Furthermore, Delp et al do show a building control system as a 
convenient environment for power control integration of vendor devices (abstract, 
Figures 11, 13, 17, column 6 lines 5-30, column 10 lines 20-50). It would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have the system in Mathur et al be for 
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\ 

building control, because it would provide a convenient environment for power control 
integration of third party vendor devices. 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. But in regard to claim 16, Mathur does 
in fact show transmitting the stored appended field modification data. Applicant is 
invited to contact Examiner to discuss claim interpretation. 

17. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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1 8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P. Sax whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



